Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
Sir H. Curtis Bennett
evidence that she did not take that poison herself? I have not to
prove that she did; but do you not think, when 1 asked you to deal
with the probabilities, that the probabilities are very strong indeed
that she did in fact take poison on that day; and it' she did, the
doctors 1 have called (all threo of them) say that the symptoms
from which she suffered then up to her death were consistent with
her taking one large dowe on that day? You well know that Dr,
Ainslie and J)r. Steed are honest men, and those doctors tell
you that aw the result of their experience (and it is all very well to
cross-examine them as to how many cases in Lhoir life of arsenical
poisoning they have- seen; and 1 put it then to Dr, Hincks, and
he fairly admitted it was only one he had in the hospital), from
their knowledge as medical men, the symptoms from which Mrs.
Armstrong suffered are consistent, in their opinion, with what we
allege existed on the 15th February, and not consistent with the
story of the prosecution.
The only thing the prosecution say is this, " There he is
standing in the dock, and we charge him with murder, and we
say he did it by arsenical poisoning, because he had arsenic
in his house, but we do not know when ho did it or how he did
it, or the motive, or the means by which ho administered it. We
leave all that to guess. We say he had arsenic in his possession
and could, if he wanted to, murder his wife," 1 submit on the
whole story it goes to show that she was not unlikely to commit
suicide. 1 do not put it higher than that. Whon the learned
Attorney-General was opening his case ho said, " Who could have
done it, and who had a motive for doing it?" and he pointed to
Major Armstrong. I would say, in answer to ** Who could have
done it?" Mrs. Armstrong could. "What docs the evidence show—
that she was in a condition of mind to do it, and Mrs. Armstrong
from her general condition of health was likely to do it. Who
could have been in possession of the arsenic for the purpose of
doing it? Mrs. Armstrong. What was the motive for Mrs. Arm-
strong to do it? Sho had been in the home and was recovering,
and then returned home, and her state of health we suggest then
was the motive. Let me deal with this motive for your con-
sideration. I do not know whether you waited to see whether
the Attorney-General was going to suggest that the will was not
Mrs. Armstrong's will at all of July, 1920. No doubt you waited
to see if there was any cross-examination as to her will. Not a
word. What does the whole suggestion come to? If it is her
will—and there is no suggestion it is not her signature to the will;
according to their case she was perfectly well on that day, the 1st
August. They cannot have it both ways. She was perfectly well,
and, according to their evidence, their case is that Mrs. Armstrong
at that time was an extraordinarily sensible woman of the world.
What is the suggestion of motive ? If she was perfectly fit at that
time and absolutely sane, it then will stand, but (I am not
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